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Industrial ApplicabiUty (lA) 



_YES 
_N0 



_YES 
_N0 



2. CITATIONS AND EXPLANATIONS y 
Claims 1-73 lack novdly under PCT Articls 33(2) as being anticipatud by Cole et al. (6.019,743). 

Cole discloses a tanyon appUcator, as sho\wi in figure 3, comprising a barrel 14 having a tapered insertion end 1 8 with a pluraUty of 
petals 24. The insertion aid has a tapw ratio of about 1.5. as measured frcm figure 3. The petals 24 have a substantially uniform 
thickness of betvveen 0.004 inches and about 0.022 inches, as disclosed in column 4, line 32. The barrel taper ratio of the appUcator 
is about 1.6, as measured from figure 3. The barrel 14 comprises a fmger grip 26 disposed around the barrel in the foim of a 
rectangular, depressed groove. The diameter of the barrel 14 is between 0.215 and 0.63 inches, as disclosed in cdumn 4 lines 3 1- 
32. The petals 24 have a weakened base region, shown as non-numbered lines in figure 9. The barrel 14 is formed from plastic or 
cardboard, as disclosed in colunm 3. lines 58-65, and may be coated by siliccme, as disclosed in column 4. line 24. 
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